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. Th a t Hunt's Ellsberg break-in was financed with ciairly money vjhen Hunt wae also 
a i-iul.-en agency empltyee^ aa A - wi -%h Bennett a Nixon milkman with those 100 phoney connittees 
reported in "The ilullen/Bennett Operation" (does not mean that BermetTfigured in the 
for the hiding of tills political fortune squeezed into the Nixon campaign^. (Ul 

M *1 

financing of that series of crimes© But it is a good start for a closer look into 
A ‘ A ullen and Beniietfanu the ^krelati onships that, while not secret, wore never given 



the meaning they can have* 
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Technically Hunt w as on Colson 1 s payroll 0 Actually he worked for Khrlichman, who 

A 

was in charge of the 1 lumbers© Colson, * was Jwho^a conspicuously proficient practising liar 
in a den of them, always insisted he had nothing to do with any of the crimes© The 
plea he copped was to a charge of obstructing justice, his selection© -S^fTfeday of Ills 
sentencing he insisted he had nothing to do with the Ellsberg affair^ 

Christ, whoiMie claims to have found, may get him for that© 

Colson raised the money for that job© 



George Lurdner, Jr©, reported it in The, Was iiii i/-; t on Post on October 11, 1973? mat . 

(XbovX'f IwRwfc J) 

olope - tfr Ahe time C ols on ^ found ^hri s t © 

Colson phoned Joseph Baroody, public-relations man and political operator close to 

the White House, “in the last day or two 1 ' of august, 197jk " for a hurry-up "iaKH 05 >000 loan©’ 1 

• • ■ 

Baroody did not ask (poison) why, M It was made clear to me that there was a temporary need 



for the money o 



baroody put up his own noney ? p ^ ^ ()vx S fa ft g pg ^ 
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Thenf Colson phoned "the man he /cussed out^Karion 3. Harrison, Washington attorney for^^ . 
three dairy groups © pfeiigui'ed Colson was doing him a favor in giving him the name of 
one of these paper prganizationsVto which 05,000 could be contributed©')!! v'as "people 



u niteu for Good Government, n of all the tS^inapprojjriate names© Harrison got the money 
from the Associated /tilk Producers, Inc 0 > ho believes at the Chicago convention Nixon 



addressed -of all nights the very night of this Bllsberg job, September 3, 19711 



"People United for Good Government” is a pcfpcr con.. It tee George Vebster had left 
over from the 1968 Nixon campaign 0 Harrison gave Webster the 65,000 September 7. Colson then 
asked Webster to convert the check into cash and hold it until Colson sent someone for it® 
Webster did t^is September 21 ® It was picked up shortly thereafter by Baroody© 

'bill three men, "Gardner reported," said prosecutors from [the special prosecutors 1 
office] told them in July that the 65,000 had apparently been used to pick up the 




costs of the Fielding break-in® 11 The Post had a so ecial-pros .cutor* s office memo thai 
"made the conclusion ever firmer®" ' 

There are so many of these stories so typical of Nixon's operations thxy 

alr^aS/ 



and operators they can t all be recalled® They represent one of the ori o ^ in v/hich he 
tried to keep one of his campaign promises , to take crime off the streets. Kg moved it 

WjfrUh [ ty// t A ^ 

into the Vfhite House, with a long record of convictions to certify ' 

, 

The ‘‘ullen/Benneij operations is more complicated tha^ a phone call for cash to jyv/tt/nL C 






«n;n crime and charge 1st it to election expenses. 



Of \ 

They involve*; the overt and the covert, the legal ana the illegal, legitimate pubic- 

relations work and, as even Colson was to charge, some of the dirtiest ana sneakiest. They 

mixed the legitimate work with the Nixon re-election campaign, with Hunt the engineer op 

that particular misuse of tax amoney. Covert CIA worl@ was mixed up in all of this, to ' 

the point where it is not possible that a secret, 25-page CIA report on its relations 



with the I lullEn 2 company (P®st 6/24,25) of no interest to the Watergate committe and not 

disclosed by ITedzi’s "oversight" committee, canb possibly dea^bith all of it. To expect. 

4ufl^ ° 4 

that the CIa wouldjeal wit!i it honestly is to expect too much. 

A 

One of the reasons is because some of the CIa's own people may have been "moonlighting^" 
using their CIA connections for non- 

Separating, unravelling and reweaving is complicated by a Colson ploy right after lie 
found Christ, charger.; that the CIa was framing Nixon over The Watergate published June 
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24, 1374, and immediately- but only partially and peiipherally-donied the next day. (Post 
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■ill dr 



cur 



6/24,25/73) Colson s denial, as the reports did not note, did not ixufl iprlang the charge 
that the CIA framed his new Christ® They am&untc*ed to a new defense of Nixon® 
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To any Colson catcher in itself this has to be regarded as a typical Colson operation# 

He is the most conspiratorial of men and one of the most persuasive, never inhibited in 

his lying# He looks like an agonizing saint in his larger lies, even when facing tough 

. • *•*»'** 

opposition, as ho did viheiL he ccmf routed Clark i-iollenhoff , former k’ixon assistant and' 

iv Uw , -A, 

so-called onburisrami u ft tll ho - couldn t talcs it any more astd returned to his po/st as 
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es ^oinse Regis ter and Tribu^eJ Washington bureau chief] I was at the Ilatior^ Press Clt*kr~- 
luncheon debate that day, which happened to be the day the ^cjndg^ Times printed the story 
about Hunt as would-be assassin, irmthe -spr ing of 1973 



^ulle: 



en company 
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If there had been moonlighting ^ by/6l A o r CIA connected self-starters and Colson 
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iev/ about it, he had txm CIa here the- hair is shortest and their (ropj^nervesj most sensitive# 

Bearing in mind former \ CIA chief ,-JJ.en Dulles 1 top-secret de claration to his . former 



fellow j 



nid torn 

i‘lm 



it 



\\farr en Commissioners w that they all swear falsely under oath/ that he would have sworn 

d/f "i?h Cl A' 1 !) 

fllsely to everyone except possibly ^6 president J tliat thei^ records are fixed so nobody 
outside can make sense of them/ and that he would deny having ever heard of a long-time 
employee/ we cannot be certain of anything the CIA says on these matters, even if it - — 
ever escapes the secrecy suppression based on the traditional "national security" claim 
thajjf in a majority of cases the courts, when infrequently able to evaluate them, have 
.found invalid# ((112502-73$ Host 6/ 23/74) 

This means that responsible writing must begin with a caution that everyone* s 
word is suspect and a disproportionate weight must b ■= given to documentary evidence, 
where it can be rescued from its "national security" confinement^ and where it is 
'rt±s& accessible o 

The operations at Mullen have to be broken Sown and considered separately before 
they can be evaluated collective# 1 There are other p* ople mixed up in this, they 



had other V/atergate roles and other connections and relationship^ as well as inter- 
relationships , and they engaged in a variety of dubious activities in which I could not 
interest any of the many maj&r-media eleM^nts I ap broached with offers of proofs# 

djd IU / CL 4 j 

irst days of the sc andalTVrhi^'/as a shibooletl 



Prom the first days 
to the politicians and official investigators# 



dch to the major pedia and 
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/While in fairness to the iiullen agency and to Bennett and kulien personally this 



should begin with their c onplotoly - legitimate work, their individual and corporate 
involments already reported and fco be recounted ^ houlc!>4iot be separated froi^i the 
legitimate aspects of the business. 
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Because of official failure to comply the Freedom of Information law, what i 
can report that is legitimate is limited as is also what is covert 0 The legitimate 
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v/orkj thtTlion tract Bennetl said was essential 
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to the agencies survival when he had to knov; 



he would have to lose it and would no' be hurt by that loss, v/as with the Department 
of Health, Education and Welfare. Hunt worked on that contract. In fairness to Hunt, 
his own opinion of what the gov rmuent personnel with whom he worked ii/ a proper 
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beginning point. Here is that once-secret letter/ wrote Colson on August 9, 1972: 
Bil-all iri f ascilimo 0 






This is the r al ^unt, as it is the (foieu-and-trye friend^ in the mes^to J ohn 

dean^he- apmaended 0 CM&im k/s \MbdLtiA\(j 



ft 



mVs vnppq Hunt ±j^3 £g k& ~ d.i .s li k ed - i ^po s c s - ir hc r is quite 

v/roiu? a mi -at v/as utterly irrational. Who could dream of keeping him on a 

federal project after The Watergate? 

&A, -fll&i* 

The truth is that ii unt t s work was so incompetent Bennett offered to take him off the 

07 j i . , , T/ i/Vt c T 

project. ana- phose he accused did not navo‘mrir 0 p 

The conditions of iiuy contract are suspicious 0 x t was awarded ana renewed without 

competitive bidding* ith Mullen doing CIA work and -.ith CIA funding hidden in the budgets 

contr act — - 

of other agencies, there is reason to believe thi straight have been a cover for covert CIA 

■\fche^ 

work by Mullen* Before refused to dig deeper into its records for me under the Freedom 
of Information law, HEW people made out a good case for legitimacy and told me how 
Bennett, in over-riding Hunt and Hixon, avoided what could have been a great embarrass- 
ment during the re-election campaign* 

k / 

For a brief moment Congresswoman Edit/Green was interested in this contract* She 
cooled quickly* Fol with her and what I learns*.. and pick up with Caddy part 
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HOWARD HUNT 



> August 9, 1 97 2 

))iuvi’ Chuck: 

In the midst Ox this imbroglio cornua the ^ 

thought that discreet reprisals ought to be taken against 
the HEW employees who insisted that I be removed from 
Mullen’ s HEW account* .They did thi3 on the 21st of June, 
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pre- judging me, and resulting in my being, fired by the 

Mullen Company* The latter move, of course, has the public 

effect of convicting me and seems gratuitous ana unwonted. 

The officials in’ question are both Democrats 

of the McGovern 3tripe: Dr, Edwin H, Martin of the Bureau 

of Education for the Handicapped,, and Harvey L^obergott „ his j 

- ! 

understrapper who works at the OE office in Boston, and 
is the project officer, 

i 

Let me say that I profoundly regret your 

being dragged into the case through association with 

mo , superficial and occasional though the association 

was. What small satisfaction I can dredge up at the 

not 

moment is the knowledge that I vras/reoponsiblo for the _ - 

affair or its outcome . All this pales, of course, beside 
the overwhelming importance of rA-.bflfHnf 
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